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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-27 have been examined and are pending with this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Baskey et al. (US 6148410 A) in view of Weinstein et al. (US 6094485 A). 

As per claims 1, 17, 19, and 22, Baskey teaches of a method, a system, and an 

apparatus comprising a storage medium containing instructions stored therein (see 

abstract) for clustered acceleration comprising: a first node or a computing device and a 

second node or a computing device (see Fig.1); connecting at least two relays in a 

cluster (see Fig.1 ); a first interface for transferring information between a first node and 

the relay (see Fig.1); a second interface for transferring information between a second 

node and the relay (see Fig.1 ); a third interface for transferring information between 

relays in the cluster (see Fig.1 and col.1, lines 7-12); transferring information between a 

first node and one of the at least two relays, the transferred information related to 

communication between the first node and a second node (see col. 5, line 64 to col .6, 
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line 4); and clustering state information of a connection between the first node and the 
one of the at least two relays, the clustering comprising sharing the state information 
between one of the at least two relays and all other relays in the cluster, wherein any of 
the at least two relays can take over all connections of another of the at least two relays, 
therefore providing no interruption in the communication should any of the at least two 
relays fail (see col.1, line 31-36; col.3, lines 20-27; and col.8, lines 12-25). 

Baskey does not teach that the relays are Secure Socket Layer relays. 
Weinstein teaches of SSL (see title). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the teachings of 
Weinstein within the system of Baskey by implementing an SSL protocol within the relay 
of a clustered acceleration method, system and apparatus because in a client-server 
network security is always an issue. Thus, for applications to be exchanged there 
between, an SSL protocol would be efficient and universally economical (see Weinstein: 
col.1, lines 13-20). 

As per claims 2, 18, 21, and 23, Baskey further teaches wherein the first node 
comprises a client and the second node comprises a server (see Fig.1 ). 

As per claims 3, Baskey teaches of further comprising transferring the 
information between the first node and a second of the at least two clustered SSL relays 
transparently to the first node upon failure of the one at least two SSL relays (see col.3, 
lines 20-27). 

As per claims 4 and 6, Baskey teaches of further comprising transferring the 
communication from the first node to a second of the at least two clustered SSL relays 
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and from the second of the at least two SSL relays to the second node transparently to 
the first node upon failure of the one at least two SSL relays (see col. 3, lines 20-27). 

As per claim 5, Baskey further teaches wherein the communication comprises 
data being transferred between the first node and the second node (see col. 5, line 64 to 
col.6, line 4). 

As per claim 7, Baskey teaches of further comprising sharing an SSL session 
cache across all of the at least two SSL relays (see col.1, lines 28-35 and col.8, lines 
26-39). 

As per claim 8, Baskey teaches of further comprising clustering an SSL session 
resumption between the first node and the one of the at least two SSL relays (see col. 2, 
line 58 to col.3, line 38). 

As per claim 9, Baskey does not teach of further comprising clustering 
cryptographic keying information across all of the at least two SSL relays. Weinstein 
teaches of further comprising clustering cryptographic keying information across all of 
the at least two SSL relays (see abstract). 

As per claim 10, Baskey does not teach of further comprising clustering a key 
and a current Cipher Block Chaining (CBC) residue. Weinstein teaches of further 
comprising clustering a key and a current Cipher Block Chaining (CBC) residue (see 
col.9, lines 24-28) 

As per claim 1 1 , Baskey does not teach of further comprising clustering a 
sequence number. Weinstein teaches of further comprising clustering a sequence 
number (see col.9, lines 29-34). 
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As per claim 12, Baskey does not teach of further comprising clustering a current 
key schedule. Weinstein teaches of further comprising clustering a current key 
schedule (see col. 17, line 2 to col. 18, line 59). 

As per claim 13, Baskey does not teach of further comprising clustering a key 
and an offset into a key stream. Weinstein teaches of further comprising clustering a 
key and an offset into a key stream (see abstract). 

As per claim 14, Baskey does not teach of further comprising clustering a cipher 
state. Weinstein teaches of further comprising clustering a cipher state (see col.1 1 , 
.lines 17-19). 

As per claim 15, Baskey teaches of further comprising clustering data from a 
partial record corresponding to data from either the first or second node (see col .4, lines 
61-67). 

As per claim 16, Baskey teaches of further comprising clustering a record size 
before the record is transmitted (see col .2, lines 8-14). 

As per claim 20, Baskey does not teach wherein each computing device 
comprises a Secure Sockets Layer (SSL) relay. 

As per claims 24-27, Baskey further teaches wherein the first interface and the 
second interface and the third interface are the same (see col .2, lines 64-67 and col. 3, 
lines 20-27). 
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3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Michael Won 




